
REMARKS 


This case has been reviewed arid analyzed in view of the 
Official Action dated 05/20/2003. The Official Action is a 
Restriction Requirement where the Examiner has required 
identification of what the Examiner believes to be p^tentably 
distinct classes which includes one class listed in claims 1 
and 2, and the other class listed in claim 3. 

Applicant, after reviewing the Restriction Requirement, 
hereby elects the single disclosed classes listed in claim 1 
and 2 for further prosecution in this case. It is believed that 
Claims 1 and 2 ate readable and thus by this Response, 
Applicant elects Claims 1 and 2 for further prosecution in 
this application. That is, the device claims 1 and 2 are 
retained for prosecution and the method claim 3 is cancelled. 

It is now believed that the subject patent application fya,s 
been placed in condition for examination and such action is 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Dated: 06 / 17 /2003 
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